2. The Petitioner is a wife of Mr. Viktor Bout (the correct spelling of his family name is “But” – as appears from both spouses’ passports photocopies attached as Exhibits No.1 and No.2). 

Mr. Viktor Bout is a citizen of Russian Federation, 42 years of age, who is currently being detained in Bangkok Remand Prison on a detention warrant issued by a judge of the Criminal Court in a case Black Case No. O P 3 / 2551. The actual Criminal Case Black Case No. O P 3 / 2551 is a criminal case where an extradition request by the United States against Mr. Viktor Bout is being considered.

3. The Petitioner would like to submit this Petition in accordance with Section 90 (5) of the Criminal Procedure Code of Thailand in order to request liberation of her husband, Mr. Viktor Bout, from his current detention, since it appears to her to be a wrongful detention though committed by an honest mistake. 
4. The actual circumstances of Mr. Viktor Bout’s detention are as follows:

4.1. In accordance with the United States’ initial request for an urgent preliminary detention of Mr. Viktor Bout pending a formal extradition request, the Thai police officials requested the Criminal Court to issue an arrest-warrant against Mr. Viktor Bout. 

4.2. An application for such an arrest-warrant was submitted by Thai police officials to the Criminal Court based on the grounds that the United States of America has requested Mr. Bout’s preliminary detention pending a formal extradition request from the United States. The abovementioned request was granted by the Criminal Court and on 4 of March 2008 an arrest-warrant No. 893/2551 was issued against Mr. Viktor Bout as appears from an attached Exhibit No.3 (highlighted with red).

4.3. In accordance with the abovementioned arrest-warrant No. 893/2551 Mr. Viktor Bout was arrested on 6 of March 2008 and detained since 8 of March 2008 according to a warrant of detention by the Criminal Court for 12 days (as appears from the attached Exhibit No.3) and then again – two times more for 12 days each (as appears from attached Exhibits No.4 and No.5).

4.4. Even though it might appear from the text of the Exhibit No.1 that Mr. Viktor Bout was allegedly arrested due to some local criminal charge, it was not so in reality. The decision to open a bogus local criminal charge against Mr. Viktor Bout was indeed a belated decision, made AFTER his arrest in accordance with the arrest-warrant No.893/2551, and not BEFORE this arrest. Based on this observation, it shall be presumed that when Mr. Bout was actually arrested on 6 of March 2008, he was arrested not because of some local criminal charges, but exclusively on account of the United States’ request for his extradition – as described in the Clauses 4.1 and 4.2.

4.5. Irrespectively of considerations mentioned in the Clause 4.4, it shall be presumed that:

4.5.1. The abovementioned arrest-warrant No.893/2551 was issued based exclusively on the grounds of an extradition procedure, and NOT because of any possible local criminal charges;

4.5.2. The arrest-warrant No. 893/2551 has been issued on the grounds of the extradition procedure, and no repeating arrest-warrant against the same person could have been issued based on the same grounds;

4.5.3. The arrest-warrant No. 893/2551 has been already executed on 6 of March 2008 that lead to the actual arrest of Mr. Viktor Bout; and as so this arrest-warrant could not have been executed for the second time.

4.5.4. Which means that once Mr. Viktor Bout was arrested on 6 of March 2008 self-evidently based on the abovementioned United States’ extradition request, and if he gets permanently (not provisionally) released afterwards, then Mr. Viktor Bout could not be re-arrested again based on the same grounds (meaning based on any extradition request), because no one could be arrested for the same count of offence twice (though this particular consideration is applicable for a permanent release, not for a provisional release, of course).

4.6. However, in an apparent violation of logic mentioned in the above Clause 4.5.2, the public prosecutor attempted to mislead the Criminal Court into an issuance of a repeating arrest-warrant based on the same grounds: extradition request from the United States. The public prosecutor came to the Criminal Court on 7 of March 2008 (while Mr. Viktor Bout has been already under arrest in the Crime Suppression Division since the previous day) and requested the Criminal Court to issue a repeating arrest-warrant – No.160/2551 – of which a copy is attached as an Exhibit No.6. In order to obtain such a repeating arrest-warrant, the public prosecutor submitted to the Criminal Court the same package of evidence as was submitted by the police in order to obtain the first arrest-warrant from 4 of March 2008 (No. 893/2551). It shall be mentioned also that such an attempt of the public prosecutor was utterly malicious, since he intentionally failed to inform the Criminal Court that the arrest-warrant No. 893/2551 has been already issued for the same charge by another judge three days ago.

4.7. Based on the above consideration, it shall be presumed, that the Criminal Court, which issued the repeating arrest-warrant No.160/2551 (Exhibit No.6) did so without knowing that one arrest-warrant (No. 893/2551) has been already issued by another judge of the Criminal Court precisely on the same charges. That is why it shall be requested from the Honorable Court to re-consider an issuance of the repeating arrest-warrant No.160/2551 and to order an annulment of this arrest-warrant – since it was apparently issued due to some confusion caused by the public prosecutor.
4.8. However, Mr. Viktor Bout, who was initially arrested in accordance with the first arrest-warrant No.893/2551 and detained three times – 12 days each (Exhibits No.3, No.4, and No.5) was later permanently released due to the Thai police officials decision (as appears from Exhibit No.7). 
4.9. Even though the actual text of the document of which a copy is the Exhibit No.7 contains its Clause 3 that mentions some details on an alleged possibility of re-arresting Mr. Viktor Bout based on the repeating arrest-warrant No. 160/2551 that is being disputed here, this Clause 3 apparently looks ridiculous – it has no sense, no logic, and no legal value – and this fact is pretty obvious. 
4.10. It shall be stressed that when Mr. Viktor Bout was released from Bangkok Remand Prison on 9 of April 2008 (as appears from the Exhibit No.7) it was by no means a provisional release. Mr. Viktor Bout was released neither on bond, nor on bail, nor on promise. If Mr. Viktor Bout were released provisionally, then he could be legally re-arrested and returned to prison based on the original arrest arrangements (by means of cancelling his bail, for example, and so by terminating his provisional release). However, Mr. Viktor Bout’s release on 9 of April 2008 was evidently not “provisional”. It was a pure PERMANENT release.

4.12. Since Mr. Viktor Bout was initially arrested based on the arrest-warrant No. 893/2551 which means that he was arrested on the extradition charges, and his release on 9 of April 2008 was a permanent release, not a provisional release, then Mr. Viktor Bout could not be re-arrested based on these extradition charges again. He could only be re-arrested based on some entirely new count of offense alleged against him. The fact that the Thai police in the mean time attempted to institute against Mr. Viktor Bout some bogus local criminal charges, spent 33 days for a bogus inquiry, and at the end failed to come up with these charges – does not change anything in this sense. Mr. Viktor Bout was arrested on 6 of March 2008 for his extradition, not for Thai local criminal charges. And this fact is very obvious and it is confirmed by the initial arrest-warrant No.893/2551. So, it is pretty obvious too that upon his permanent release from Bangkok Special Prison on 9 of April 2008 Mr. Viktor Bout could not be re-arrested neither based on the former arrest-warrant No. 893/2551 (since that one has been already executed), nor based on the repeating arrest-warrant No. 160/2551 (Exhibit No.6) (since the second one is nothing but a wrongful repetition of the first arrest-warrant).
4.13. Nonetheless, – as appears from an Exhibit No.8 – the police re-arrested Mr. Viktor Bout right at the prison gates on 9 of April 2008 upon his release from Bangkok Remand Prison and the police did so based on the evidently repeating arrest-warrant No.160/2551 (Exhibit No.6) whose validity is being disputed in the current Petition. 

4.14. Since his apparently wrongful arrest as described in the above Clause 4.13, Mr. Viktor Bout is kept under detention in Bangkok Special Prison up to present on some following detention warrants issued by the Criminal Court in the Criminal Case Black Case Ko. 5/2551, and in the Criminal Case Black Case O P 3 / 2551. 

5.0. The Petitioner believes that due to all considerations described in the above Clause 4 and its sub-Clauses, the repeating arrest of Mr. Viktor Bout on 9 of April 2008 at the prison gates was wrongful. Because, firstly, Mr. Viktor Bout could not be arrested twice for the same count of offense, and, secondly, he could not be arrested on the particular arrest-warrant No.160/2551 since that one was issued by an apparent mistake being itself a repeating arrest-warrant. 
6.0. Hereby the Petitioner kindly requests the Honorable Court:

6.1. To summon the entire file of the arrest-warrant No.893/2551 issued by the Criminal Court;

6.2. To summon the entire file of the arrest-warrant No.160/2551 issued by the Criminal Court – in order to compare them and to establish that the second arrest-warrant is nothing but a repetition of the first arrest warrant;
6.3. To schedule an urgent hearing for a case of wrongful detention in accordance with Section 90 of the Criminal Procedure Code of Thailand and to summon Mr. Viktor Bout from Bangkok Remand Prison for such an urgent hearing where Mr. Viktor Bout could also testify to the abovementioned causes;


6.4. To order an annulment of the repeating arrest-warrant No.160/2551 mentioned above;

6.5. To rule that the second arrest of Mr. Viktor Bout on 9 of April 2008 based on the arrest-warrant No.160/2551 was a wrongful arrest based on a legal document issued by mistake;
6.6. To order Mr. Viktor Bout to be released from his current detention in Bangkok Special Prison.

7.0. The Petitioner would like to state to the Honorable Court that such a requested release of Mr. Viktor Bout from his current detention does not mean that Mr. Viktor Bout would escape his main Criminal Case Black Case No. O P 3 / 2551 that deals with his requested extradition to the United States. Mr. Viktor Bout is a civilized person who highly respects Justice and even though he will be set at liberty, he will dutifully attend hearings in the Criminal Case Black Case No. O P 3 / 2551. That is to explain that what is actually being challenged here is not the United States extradition request (which is being challenged in another case), but only legality of Mr. Viktor Bout’s current detention. 

For your kind consideration.

Mrs. Alla But, the Petitioner.

I, Mrs. Alla But, the Petitioner, has composed and typed this Petition in English by my own self.
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